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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to applicant's amendment filed 5/26/05, wherein 
claims 1, 7, and 23 were amended; claims 5, 11-15, and 17 were canceled; and claims 
28-33 were added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in sectbn 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made In order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potentiar35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1, 3, 6, 23, 27-29, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meeker et a!., U.S. Patent 2,573,861 , in view of Glaser, U.S. Patent 
6,015,328, or Lay, U.S. Patent 3,145,406. 

Meeker et al. discloses the invention substantially as claimed including: a 
gripping plate (90/1 12) having a front surface (shown with teeth in Figures 1-3) and a 
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rear surface (shown opposite the front in Figures 1-3), such that the front surface is 
shaped to grip a food product (see Figures 1-3, the teeth 91 grip food products); said 
plate including an attachment portion (93/99/102/101) extending generally outwardly 
from the rear surface; a handle (95) having an opening shaped to releasably receive the 
attachment portion; and a feed arm (80) including a pair of fee arm openings (see 
Figures 4 and 5), a first one (see Figure 4) of said openings being shaped to be 
generally located between the handle and said gripping plate, a second one (see Figure 
5) of said openings being capable of receiving a slide rod (77) of a slicer. 

Meeker et al. lacks the attachment portion that includes a pair of opposed, 
generally laterally extending legs with feet and a handle that is shaped to receive the 
feet of the attachment portion such that the handle is manually decoupled by twisting of 
the handle, wherein the attachment portion being releasable received in the handle in 
more than two radial positions and the handle has a generally continuous outer surface 
and lacks any auxiliary openings that communicate with the openings of the handle. 

However, Glaser and Lay both disclose that it is old and well known in the art to 
use elongated attachment portions with opposed laterally extending legs with feet that 
engage corresponding feet detents for the purpose of releasably connecting handles to 
cutting tools by twisting such that the handles are easily removable and replaceable 
(see, e.g., columns 1 and 3, lines 55-67 and 50-65, respectively). Therefore, it would • 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to replace the elongated attachment bar of Meeker et al. with elongated opposed 
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legs with feet tliat engage corresponding feet detents, as taught by Glaser or Lay in 
order to provide a quicl< releasable handle connection. 

The handle opening of both Glaser and Lay are capable of releasably receiving 
their attachment portions in more than two radial position and then twisted into there 
locked positions. The phrase "a handle having an ... in more than two radial positions" 
does not limit the claim to a handle and attachment portion to being capable of being 
locked two together in more than two positions only that the opening of the handle Is 
capable of first receiving the attachment portion in more than two radial position. In this 
case, both Glaser and Lay disclose the use of circular handle openings which allow for 
the attachment portions to be insert in the opening at any radial position and then 
twisted into position. 

The outer portion of the handles of Glaser and Lay are all generally continuous 
and lack any auxiliary openings that communicate with the opening of the handle, in 
that, there are no supplemental openings communicating with the opening. As to Lay, 
the two openings are used simultaneously not alternatively and when they are in use 
neither communicate with the opening of the handle. As to Glaser there are no auxiliary 
openings shown. 

It should be noted that Glaser and Lay are considered analogous art references 
because they are reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant 
was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed 
invention, that is, quick release handles. 
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As to claim 3, the modified device of Meeker et ,al. discloses the use of teeth 
extending generally forwardly from the front surface, see Figures 2, 4, and 6. 

As to claims 6 and 27, the modified device of Meeker et al. discloses the use of a 
connection arm (80, see Figure 1 of Meeker et al.) coupled to and extending between 
both of the feed arm openings. 

As to claim 31, the modified device of Meeker et al. as explained above includes 
the handle being initially coupled to the gripping plate at any radial position being it is 
locked in place. 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Meeker et 
al. in view of Glaser or Lay as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of the Hobart 
Catalog of replacement parts, hereinafter Hobart, and Kondo et a!., U.S. Patent 
5,622,035, or Maughan, U.S. Patent 5,607,249. 

The modified device of Meeker et al. discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed except for a wave washer located between the handle and the feed arm or 
between the feed arm and the gripping plate such that the handle is urged away from 
the plate and/or the feed arm. 

The modified device of Meeker et al. does however teach the need for a spring 
for to urge the handle away from the connection site such that the opposed feet are 
frictionally engaged with the feet detents. The Hobart discloses that it is old and well 
known in the art to use washers between feed arms and handle for the purpose of 
facilitating the attachment between the handle and the feed arm. Kondo et al. and 
Maughan both discloses that it is old and well known in the art to use wave washers for 
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the purpose of urging two attached elements away from each other such that the 
connection is facilitated. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made to use a wave washer between the feed 
arm and the handle of the modified device of Meeker et al. in order to urge the feed arm 
and handle away from each other such that the opposed feet of attachment portion are 
frictionally engaged with the feet detents thereby facilitating the connection between the 
handle and the attachment portion. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meeker et 
al., U.S. Patent 2,573,861, in view of Glaser or Lay as applied to clainns 1 and 2 above, 
and further in view of the following. 

The modified device of Meeker et al. discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed except for the specific teeth length between about 0.35 and about 6.40 inches 
and for the specific tip diameter between about 0.05 inches to about .1 5 inches. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to make the teeth with a length between .35 and .4 inches as well as making 
the tip diameter between .05 inches and .15 inches for the purpose of facilitating 
gripping of a food product depending upon the type of food product being cut, because 
it has been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior 
art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art and 
because such a modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a 
component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the level of 
ordinary skill in the art. 
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7. Claims 7-8, 17-19, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meeker et al., U.S. Patent 2,573,861 , in view of Glaser as applied to 
claim 1 above and further in view of the following. 

The modified device of Meeker discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
including the attachment portion including a pair of spaced generally parallel legs (17) 
coupled to one of the feet (16), the opening of the handle includes a pair of opposed 
end openings (see Figure 3D) shaped to receive the feet. 

As to claim 8, the modified device of Meeker et al. discloses the use of feet that 
extend generally outwardly from it's associated leg and includes a curved outer surface, 
in the alternative, even if it is argued that the modified device of Meeker et al. lacks the 
curved outer surface, at the time of the invention was made, it would have been an 
obvious matter of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use feet with 
curved outer surfaces for the purpose facilitating the engagement of the feet with the 
openings in the handle because applicant has not disclosed that curved outer surface 
provides an advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. 
One ordinary skill in the art, furthermore, would have expected applicant's invention to 
perform equally well with either outer surface of the feet because both outer surfaces of 
the feet would perform the same function of allowing for engagement and 
disengagement of the feet with the handle openings. Therefore, it would have been an 
obvious matter of design choice to modify the modified device of Meeker et al. to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 8. 

As to claim 18, the handle is generally tube shaped. 
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As to claims 1 9 and 26, the modified device of Meeker et al. discloses the use of 
cam surfaces (see 19/18 of Glaser) located and configured to interact with the feet 
wherein the feet are capable of being urged inwardly. 

8. Claims 16-22 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Little, U.S. Patent Des. 165,082 in view of Glaser or Lay. 

Little both discloses the invention substantially as claimed including: a gripping 
plate (Figure II) having a fi^ont surface (shown with teeth In Figure IV) and a rear surface 
(shown opposite the front in Figure IV), such that the front surface is shaped to grip a 
food product; a handle (Figure IV); and a feed arm (see Figure IV) including a pair of 
feed arm openings (see Figure IV), a first one (see Figures II and IV) of said openings 
being shaped to be generally located between the handle and said gripping plate, a 
second one (see Figures II and IV) of said openings being capable of receiving a slide 
rod of a slicer. 

Little lacks the attachment portion that includes a pair of opposed, generally 
laterally extending legs with feet and a handle that is shaped to receive the feet of the 
attachment portion such that handle is capable of being decoupled by twisting. 
However, Glaser and Lay both disclose that it is old and well known in the art to use 
elongated attachment portions with opposed laterally extending legs with feet that 
engage corresponding feet detents such that twisting will facilitate decoupling of the 
handle for the purpose of releasably connecting handles to cutting tools such that the 
handles are easily removable and. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to replace the attachment 
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mechanism of Little with elongated opposed legs with feet that engage corresponding 
feet detents in order to provide a quick releasable handle connection. 

As to claims 20 and 30, the outer portion of the handles of Glaser and Lay are all 
generally continuous and lack any auxiliary openings that communicate with the 
opening of the handle, in that, there are no supplemental openings communicating with 
the opening. As to Lay, the two openings are used simultaneously not alternatively and 
when they are in use neither communicate with the opening of the handle. As to Glaser 
there are no auxiliary openings shown. The handle opening of both Glaser and Lay are 
capable of releasably receiving their attachment portions in more than two radial 
position and then twisted into there locked positions. The phrase "a handle having an 
... in more than two radial positions" does not limit the claim to a handle and attachment 
portion to being capable of being locked two together in more than two positions only 
that the opening of the handle is capable of first receiving the attachment portion in 
more than two radial position. In this case, both Glaser and Lay disclose the use of 
circular handle openings which allow for the attachment portions to be insert in the 
opening at any radial position and then twisted into position. 

As to claim 21, the modified device of little discloses the use of cam surfaces 
(see 19/1 8 of Glaser) located and configured to interact with the feet wherein the feet 
are capable of being urged inwardly. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 9-10 and 32 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
iimltations of the base claim and any Intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 5/26/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant contends that the combination of Meeker et al. and Lay lack "the 
attachment portion can be received in the opening of the handle in more than two radial 
locations". However, the examiner respectfully disagrees for the reasons stated above 
in the rejection. As previously indicated the above phrase is not limited to attachment 
portion being locked to two position only the attachment portion can be received in the 
opening the handle at any radial position, which is the case with both Glaser and Lay. 
In this case, Glaser and Lay require further twisting to lock them in place. The current 
claims are not limited to multiple locked positions. 

Applicant contends that Little lacks a feed arm opening. The examiner disagrees 
with the applicant, as it appears to the examiner that there is an opening as shown in 
the Figure IV. Moreover, even if it lack the openings as well known in the art to use the 
fastener/attachment arrangements of Glaser and Lay are still obvious as stated above. 
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11. For the reasons above, the grounds of rejection are deenned proper. 

Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Appli,cant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boyer D, Ashley whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4502. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Allan N. Shoap can be reached on 571-272-4514. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Boyer D. Ashley 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3724 


BDA 

August 4, 2005 
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